| E ſtem of their Principles 


: Let there "IF no other Diſtinction heard of among us for the fu- 
ture, but of thoſe who are for the Proteſtant Religion, and the pre- 
ſent Eſtabliſhment ; and of thoſe who mean a Popiſh Prince, and a| 


EC. LONDON 


ABOUT 


GOVERNMENT. 


'F airhfully Extracted from their own Writers. 


for a Popiſh Prince and a French Government. 


5 6 to the Conſideration of the Electors againſt the | 
5 Choice of Members for next Parliament. 


* 


— 


French Government. King William's Laſt Speech to both Houſes 
o Parliament, 31 Dec.1 Tg? : 


By which it plainly appears, that they are Calculated| 


Printed 1 in the Year 1705. 
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The INTRODUCTION. - 

HE Politicks which are the Subje# df the following Sheets, having coft the Na- 
tion ſo much Blood and Treafure, it was thought fit to compoſe this Syſtem of 
| them, that thoſe who have a mind to it, may ſee them at one view, and that the 
. = Publick may know to whomthey are indebted af uſeful Maxims of State. 
The Oxford-men may publiſh as many Hiſtories of the Rebellion of 1641. as will fill 
heir Theatre, and Preface them-with all the Invetives their Malice can ſuggeſt againſt 
Moderate Church men and Diſſenters : High-Church may 2 the Poſſe of all her Tan- 
ivy Clergy when be fleaſes, to rail in Aſiſe-Sermons with Sacheverel, and to libel and 

damm with Dodwell and Lelsly, the beft of our Biſhops and Clergy as wey as Diſſenter:, 
as long as their Lungs and their Pens will keep pace with their Rancour.* But while we 
have Records in the Nation, it will be found an uncontrovertible Truth, that thoſe High- 
Church Politicks brought K. Charles I. 20 his deplorable Exit, and pull King James 


II. down from bis Throne. 


- The Houſe of Commons in 1628, prov'd themſelves to be not only good Fudges, but true 
Prophets, when they call'd thoſe-Principles, Doctrines of Deſtruction ; — ſaid, That 
if they pals'd from the Ears of Princes = their Hearts, they would prove mortal. 
No Man can deny the Truth of this, who confiders, that theſe were the Reaſons of 
State, as Sir Benjamin Rudyard did then well expreſs it in Parliament, which had 


_ _ eat up all the Religion and Liberty of the World. 


It was thoſe unhappy Politicks that Exalted the Prevogative to the Deſtruct icꝭi of Pro- 
erty, that-match'd our Princes with Popiſh Ladies, that open'd their Ears to French 
Councils, whilſt they were deaf and ſhut againſt their own Parliaments : Thoſe Principles 
put K. Charles I. upon levying Money without them, and, in a word, laid the Founda- 
tion of that unnatural War which ifſued in the Ruine of that otherwiſe Excellent Prince, 
and of our Noble Structure of Government. 5 | 
It was the ſame Politicks which run the Cavaleers into all thoſe Tranſports of Fury af- 
ter the Reſtoration, which ſacrific'd our Religion and Liberty to the Will of the Prince, 
and arm'd one Party of Proteſtants to deſtroy another, while the Papiſts plotted the De- 
ſtruction of both. It was thoſe Politicks which engaged us in a War with the Dutch, and 
advanc'd the growing Power of France: 1: was thoſe Politicks which made the Englify 
Lions ſculk under the Shadow of the French Lillies, which ſubjeFed the Fate of our Par- 
liaments, and the Determination of our greateſt Affairs of State, to the deciſion of French 
and Popiſh Ladies of Pleaſure. In a word, it was thoſe Politicks which brought a Popiſh Sus 
ceſſor to the Throne, which made him trample upon our Religion and Laws, made him lodge ous 
Biſhops in the Tower, and entruſt his Councils and Arms with Papiſts and Jeſuits, which put 
ws to the Danger and Expenſe of bringing in a Foreign Prince, and a Foreign Army, to deliver 
us from Popery and Slavery, and-brought our moſt Excellent Sovereign that now is, and 
her late Siſter of Glorious Memory, to this uncomfortable Choice, either to abandone 
their own Father, or to turn their back upon the Cauſe of God and their Country. 
It is thoſe curſed Politicks, that againſt the Church Eſtabliſhed by Law, has ſet up a 
Jacobite Church of England, of whom we may as truly ſay, as cur Liturgy did formerly 
of the Church of Rome, that their Religion is Rebellion, tho Dodwell and his Heel. 
Church ſay, there's no Salvation but in their Society. 33 
It was thoſe Politics which made that Facobite Church invite the French Fleet under NM. 
Turville into our Channel. | 1 OY | . | 
It was thoſe Politicks that form'd the Aſſaſſination Plots againſt K. William and N. 
Mary, in concert with an Invaſion from France, and that brought Sir J. Fenwick, Sir W. 
Perkins, aud Sir J. Friend, with the reſt of the Traitors and Aſſaſſins, to die Martyrs for 
a Popiſh Prince and a French Government, and made ſome of thoſe poor deluded Souls to 
believe it to be the Cauſe of God. | "2s 9 3 
Tbis makes it evident, that it's high time for the Government to look about them, and 
to prevent the ſpreading of ſuch dangerow Principles, which ſtrike at her Majeſty's Life 
and Cromu, and tend to the ſubverſion of that Noble Conſtitution, which has rais'd 
England to ſuch a pitch of Riches and Grandeur. „ 8 


— 


5 | The INTRODUCTION. 
IF our Elefors conſult the Security of her Majeſty's Crown and Dignity, the Pre- 
ſervation of our Religion and Liberty, and the Continuance of our Succeſſion in 
the Proteſtant Line, he) will find that Men of thoſe High-Church Principles are by no 
| means fit to be choſen our Repreſentatives : Nor can they think it proper to Vote for the 
TR fame Men, to whom the e Party generally give their duſfragme. 
| Zh By their Politicks here exhibited to publick View, it will appear how much more dange- 
: ois it is for the Nation to have Men of their Stamp in Places of Power and Truſt, han 
Moderate Church-men, or Occaſional ep” ay. . It's the moſt uncharitable thing in the 
World to charge the Latter with Hypocrifie for Occaſional Conformity with a Church 
whoſe Doctrine they firmly believe, and diſſent from her in nothing bur ſome Points 
ok Government and Modes of Worſhip, wherein our Church-men themſelves are not 
$ agreed ; if at the ſame time we conſider that one of the moſt violent Champions for the 
1 Occaſonal Bill, and one of the firſt that drew a Han of it in his Pontificat & Regale, 
| | F. 179. Edit. 1692. frofoſes a Reconciliation with Rome, upon allowing the Pope the 
| | ſame Power that the Gallican Church does, p. 270. and propoſes an immediate Com- 
3 union betwixt the Church of England and the Church of France, which has ſo much Pro- 
| | teſtant Blood to anſwer for; yet that Author is ſo fond of this Communion, that in hu Opi- 
E - inn, - their Principles about Tranſubſtantiation, Invocation of Saints, Purgatory, &. 
| . . ES WEE” We A 
| 39 The Gafe being thus, we may eaſily judge what Service was deſgn d to Her Majeſty's Go- 
| ernment, and the Proteſtant Succeſſion, by the Violent Occaſional Bill-men. They have got 
| 5 the Diſſenters in the North of Ireland, who ſav'd that Country to the Engliſh Crown, 
| mice in the laſt Century, made uncapable of any Places of Power and Truſt, which is no 
| great Incouragement for them to do the Engliſh Crown the like Service a third time : And 
j could they have alſo excluded Moderate Diſſeuters, or Occaſional Conformiſts, out of all 
2 HT Places of Power aud Truſt in Engliſo Corporations, they knew that High-Church would in 
| | that Cafe become a more equal Match for Alen of Moderation, and then we may eaſily 
| gueſs what Treatment his Grace the Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury, and the other worthy 
Biſhops, Lords and Commons, who adhere to the Intereſt of the Revolution, weve to ex- 
tet at their hands. © M.. Sacheverel has already paſt Sentence upon the Orcaſional Con- 
formiſis, dig. A Gallows here, and Damnation hereafter; aud we habe no reaſon to 
think that his Charity is much greater for thoſe Superiour Paſtors, & c. whom he char- 
ges at the ſame time with inviting the Wolves into Chriſt's Fold to worry and devour the 
Sheep ; for ſince Wolves act only a natural. part when they deſtroy the Flock, the Shep- 
.*, berds who unnaturally betray them, muſt certainly deſerve a higher Gallows, and a hotter 
3 Hell than Mr. Sache verel's Beaſts of Prey. See his Aſſize-Sermon, p. 32, 33 
: | It may be objefted againft this Syjlem of High-Church Politicks, that  High-Church is 
now become Patriots for the Peoples Liberty, and that Archbiſhop Uſher, Dr. Barrow, and 
ſome other moderate Men, are here liſted under the Banner of High-Church. . To the 1ſt I 
OY aufer, that till High-Church renounce the Principles here charged upon them, and which 
| oeh are known to have formerly own'd, we are oblig'd to think, that with the Author of 
| the Exoibitant Grants, they are only for reftraiuing ſuch Princes as come in upon the 
Revolution bottom +, but for thoſe that ſhall have the good fortune to come in upon Fr High- © 
3 | . Uhurch-Foundation of Indefeaſible Right, they nniſt be reſtor d to their full Prerogative. 
—_—_ To the Latter, I rely, that Iam far from any deſign to derogate from the known Me- 
1 t f _ Archbijbop Uſher, or auy other Great Men that happen here to be mentioned; but 
ince they were carried away in ſome of thoſe Points by the Current of the Times, it would 
| | have been very unfair in me not to ve mentioned them; and ſiuce our Saviour has taught 
Oe 1% to call no Man Maſter in matters of Religion, of which the Liberty of Mankind from | 
= Tyranny in Church and State is ſo great a part, and ſuch a neceſſary Fence, it's every Mans 
. concern to believe and practiſe according to his own Conſcience, enlightened by the 
1 | . wing Word, and not to pin his Faith upon the Sleeve of Perſons or Panties. ; 
Ei Having thus given a view of the Politicks of High Church, I deſign to do the like 
4 f their Religion in a ſeparate piece. 8 5 K 
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Concerning Parliaments. 
I Principle. Heir Origine is from our firſt Kings, Who ſummoned 
1 I whom they would, and may do fo ſtill 
Parliaments are only Royal Abatements of Power, and Gracious Indul- 
gences, and Condeſcenſions of our Kings (for the Benefit and Security of 

the Subject) who were pleaſed to condeſcend to call ſome Perſons of each of 
the three Eſtates, it being left to their diſcretion, whom to ſummou and. 
whom not; ſo that Parliaments ow'd their Being to our firſt Monarchs. 
Sir Robert Filmer's Patriarcha, Pp. 116. & Dr. Johnſton's Excellency of 
Monarchical Government, Introduct. & fol. 127, 128. ; 
When the King is pleaſed to call a Parliament, it is bis due Right by his 
| Letter to ordain ſuch Commiſſioners for Shires, and ſuch Commiſſioners for Bur- 

roughs, as be ſhall think fit to name. Wemius de primatu Principis, p. 17. * 


Queries upon this Principle. 


Q. 1. How our High-Churchmen would have lik d the Practice of 
his Doctrine by King William and Queen Anne, and if they would not, 
as it's plain from the great buſtle they have made to regulate Elections. 


ſince the Revolution, and to keep out of the Houſe thoſe who depend 
upon the Court. ps ig 


2.2. Why Moderate Chur chmen and Diſſenters ſhould have Iik'd it 
in the Reigns of the 2 James's and 2 Charles s: And, 9 85 
Ibis Gentleman was made a Judge in Scotland by Arch Biſtop Laud's Intereſt. 


” 


| | 2 6 J ns 
Ro: Whether this Doctrine would not have deſtroyed the Church 


af _Euglaud, the Proteſtant Religion, and Engliſh Conſtitution at once, 
had King James dar'd to put it in practice, and have calbd a Houſe of 


44. Commons, the Majority of which, at leaſt, ſhould have been Papiſts. 


1847 Whether if King William, according to this Doctrine, had 
calbd a Houſe of Commons, the Majority of whom ſhould have been 
Preshyterians, he might not have turn'd the Teſt Act upon the Church, 
and have thrown out Biſhops, Common Prayer and Ceremonies. 
If it be objected, that this Power belongs only to a King by Succeſſi- 
- - On, but not. ta a King by Election, as the Author of King William's 
Exorbitant Grants diſtinguiſhes. The Anſwer is ready, that then King 
James, who was a King by Succeſlion, might eaſily have introduced Po- 
_ pery, had he been endowed with ſuch a Power. 5 
Q.. Since none then but High. Church and papiſts erer broach'd 
ſuch Doctrine, Whether the Moderate Church and Diſſenters, who ab- 
hor this Doctrine, be not truer Friends than they are, to the Govern- 
ment and Religion by Law eſtabliſhed. | | 


II Principle. The Hoberaign is not obliged fo call any Parliament, 
and may make and annul Laws without them, foz the Legiſlative Power | 
is in him alone. | 
l be King is above the Lov by his Abſolute Power, and tho for the 
better and more equal Courſe in making Laws, he do admit the three 
Eſtates, that is, the Lords Spiritual, Lords Temporal, and Commons, 
unto Council, yet this in divers learned Mens Opinion, is not of Con- 
- ftraint, but of his omn Benignity, or by Reaſon of his Oath, at the time 
of his Coronation. Dr, Cowe!'s Interpreter. Tit. King. 
III. Laws publiſhed by the King alone, without conſent -of Parliament, 
| afe binding, and the People may be compelled to obey them, Heylin's Anti- 
ofe, p. 66. 

IV. The Parliament may be us d'or not us'd, as the Ki ing pleaſes, in ma- 
king or annulling bis Laws. Wemius de primatu Principis, p. 17 K 38. 
Ihe principal Point of Sovereign Majeſty, and Abſolute — — 5 

| ſiſts principally in giving Laws unta the Subjects, without their Conſent. 1 

Sir 4 A s Power of Kings, and in particular of the Kings of Eng- 

ww +) 5, _- 

V. The King without a Parliament may mate Conſtitutions for the Co- | 
ernment of the Clergy. | Noy's Reports, fol. * 101. Biſhop Hall's 
| n in che Houle 1 . ene 


7 £ 7 
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| 5 . 3 
2.1. If this Doctrine be true, how King James IPs Proclamation of 
Indulgence came to be a Crime, and the oppoſition made to it by the 
Biſhops, ſuch a mighty piece of Merit. e ene, 3 
Q. 2. If it be falſe, why ſhould it not be declared ſo by Church 
and State, and not left as a handle for any future Prince to diſturb us in 
— f AS of our Religion, according to the Eſtabliſhed Laws of - 
It's an Eternal Law, That the Legiſlative Power wholly and ſolely bath 
its Reſtance where the Scepter is: Like that of the Medes and Perſians, ne- 
ver to admit a Repeal. Whitfield, Rector of Bugbrook, his Sermon be- 
fore the Lord Mayor, July 30, 1682. p.19, 20. 
The ſole Legiſlative Power is lodg'd in the King, Biſhop: of Cheſter's - 
Sermon at Rippon, p. 292. is! 85 
The King alone is our Legiſlator, and the Power which makes Bills and 
Petitions, Laws, is ſolely and formally in the King. Dr. Hicks's Jovian, . 
ch. 10. p. 201, 202. Harmony of Divinity, p. 48. Watſon's Diſcourſe of 
•% 6 4 » ̃ gs ods, 1 
©. 1. If this Doctrine be true, whether our Parliament be not guilty 
of Treaſon and Rebellion, when they join their Authority and Conſent 
with that of the Prince, in making Laws: And if it be not true, 
2.2. Why thoſe Books are not cenſur'd by our Univerſities, and or- 
dered by the Government to be burnt by the hand of the Common Hang- 
man, and the Aſſerters of ſuch Doctrine puniſh'd as Enemies to the En- 
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gliſh Conſtitution. 8 #4 TEEN | 

©. 3. Whether this Doctrine does not juſtify all the Arbitrary Pro- 
ceedings in the late King James's time, and arraign his Parliament for 
controlling him in employing —_ Officers in the Army and State, 
and putting Papiſts in Poſſeſſion of Colleges, Oc. And if fo, © 
Q. 4. Why our Parliament don't take care to hinder the Propagation 
of thoſe Principles; ſince if the Legiſlature be in the Prince alone, any 
of them that have a mind to it, may eſtabliſn Popery and Tyranny by 
their on Edict when they pleſ e... 
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| * Concerning the Houſe of Commons. 
VI: JD Efore the 49th of Hen. III. the Commons of England, as now re- 
| . preſented, were none of the Eſtates of Parliament, but mentioned in 


Parliament betwixt 49 Hen. 3. and the 18th of Ed. 1. Dr. Brady's Intro- 
duct. to Hiſtory, P. 149. and in the Epiſtle to the Reader, 5 


„„ 8 


5 | 
©... If this does not derogate from the Honour and A athoriey of the 
Houle of Commons, and make them look like an unnatural Wen or Ex- 

creſcence upon the face of our Government. 

Q. 2. Why the High-Church Members who ſeem to have ſtood up fo 
much of late for the Privileges of-that Houſe, did not cenſure. this 
Book, and put a Mark of Reſpect upon Mr. Tyrrel, for unanſwerably 


proving the mm y, in the Introductions to 1 II and III. at his 
POT | | 


VII Pig The 3 ity of calling Parliaments, is derogatory to the : 
Honour and P2oſperity ot the Ring, and unſafe foꝛ him. 6 
There's nothing moxe derogatory to the Honour and proſperity of a 
King of England, thin to be caſt on the Neceſſity of calling Parliaments, 
which render them obnoxious to the Power and Pride of each popular 
Spirit, and make them leſs in Reputation both at home, and Abroad. 
PONIES 1s DolT7, oc, SEES vs 
othing more unſafe for a King of England, than to caſt himſelf upon 


the neceſlity of calling Parliaments, and depending on the "Or of we 
e ibid. 129. N | 


VIII Principle. 1 don't uit the th Neceſſities of P3inces, 
but rather hinder their juſt Deſigns, and are not neceſſary Foz raiſing 
Money, but Kings may raiſe if without their Conſent, and it is damna- 
ble in the Subjects to refuſe it. 
The King is not bound to obſerve the Laws of the 5 concerning the | 

Subjecks Rights and Liberties, but that his Royal Will and Command in 

impoſing Loans and Taxes without Common Conſent in Parliament, doth ob- 
lige the Subjects Conſcience on pain of Eternal Damnation. Dr. Manmwa- 
rings Sermon before the King at Whitehal, in 1627. Watſor' 5 Diſcourſe 
of Monarchy, p. 87. 

The Authority of Parliament is not neceſſary for the raif Gng of Aids and 
Subſidies. The flow Proceedings of ſuch Great Aſſemblies, are not fitted 
for the Supply of the States urgent Neceſſities, but would rather produce 


ſundry Impediments to the juſt Deſigns of Princes, N . ut ſu- 
Ker Wemius de primatu Regis, p. 19 


Doubtleſs the Kingdom had been taxed by our K. ings, and their Privy 


Council only, before the Granting of Magna Charta by King Jobn. Di. 
Bradys Introdud ion to Hiſtory, . 7 


1 
Tho ſuch Aſlemblies as are the Higheſt and Greateſt, Repreſentations 
of a Kingdom be moſt Sacred and ee, and e alſo for 


thoſe 


5 89295 TN 
thoſe Ends to which they. were at firſt inſtituted, yet know we molt, 
that ordained they were not to this End, to contribute any Right to Kings, 
whereby to challenge Tributary Aids and Subſidary Helps, but for the more 
equal impoſing and more eaſie exacting of that which unto Kings doth ap- 
pertain, by Natural and Original Law and Juſtice, as their proper Inheritance 

annexed to their Imperial Cronnn tt OO VOTER i 


If Men would conſider the Importunities that often may be the urgent 
and preſling Neceſſities of ' State, that cannot ſtay without certain and ap- 
parent Danger, for the Motion and Revolution of ſo great and vaſt a Body as 
ſuch Aſſemblies are, nor yet abide thoſe long and pauſing Deliberations when 
they are aſſembled,” nor ſtand upon the cenſuring thoſe jealous and over- 
wary Cautions and Objections made by ſome, who, (wedded over- much 
to the Love of Epidemical and Popular Errors) are bent to croſs the jult 
and lawful Deſigns of their Wiſe and Gracious Sovereigns, under the 
plauſible Shews of ſingular Liberty and Freedom, which, it their Conſci- 
ences might ſpeak, would appear nothing more than the ſatisfying either 
of 2 Humours, Paſſions, or Purpoſes. Dr. Manwaring's Sermon 
before the King at Oatlands, July 4, 1627. and at Alderton July 29, 1627. 
Sermon 1ſt. p. 267. publiſh'd by His Majeſty's Order under the Title 
of Religion and Allegiance. r | 
The Addreſſeis from Durham, March 20, 1681. offer'd Money to the 
King without Conſent of Parliament, to ſecure the Throne to a Popiſh Succeſſor : 
The Middle Templers in their Addreſs inſerted in the Gazette Feb. 19, 
1684. ſay, the King had a Right to take the Cuſtoms that were expir'd, 
without Conſent of Parliament. VVV 
Q. 1. Whether the High-Churchmen, who broach'd theſe Princi- 
ples, or the moderate Churchinen and Puritans, who oppos d them, were 
the Traitors or Rebels to the Engliſh Government ? | 
Q. 2. Whether Arch-bjhop Laud and his Chaplains, Manwaring and 
Sibthorp, who Preached thoſe Doctrines, were not Apoſtles of Slavery, 
and Judas's to the Liberties and Properties of Engliſhmen? 
Q. 3. Whether the High-Church Party, who inſtill'd ſuch Princi- 
ples into King Charles I. and put him upon acting accordingly, or thoſe 
who advis'd the contrary, and oppos'd thoſe illegal Meaſures, were the 
SQauſers of that Prince's Ruin? ee | 1 | 


. 


©. 4. How the High- Church Party would have lik d to have had King 
Wiliam and Queen Anne demand ſuch Sums of Money of them hy way 
of Loan, Tax, or otherwiſe, as they had pleaſed, without Conſent of - 
Parliament, and as it is evident from the Oppoſicion they have made to 
the Court ſince the Revolution, they would not have lix d it. | 
C TG mo Q 5. Why 


* 


(4599 
2. F. Why they condemn thoſ in 2 I. Time, whoupgerd that: 
wa of raiſing Money? And, 

6. Whether if the Court had been palleſs'd of that Power in Ring 
James II. Time, we had nat been as much under Popery and Arbitrary. 
Power e re this time as the Subjects of Frauce? And, ; 

©. 7. Whether our Deliverance from Popery and Arbitrary Power, "0 
be not owing then to the Moderate Church and Diſſenters, who never. 
would allow that Power to the Court? 

Q. 8 If the Commons had inſiſted upon tacking the Occaſſonal bin, 
and y chat means had hinder d the paſſing ot the Money Bill, if accord- 
ing to this Doſtrine Her Majeſty might not have demanded. Loan Money 
by er ks Authority, ee oy oe ea would have lic d that? 
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we Concerning the D ISP ENSING POWER; ai Per 


being THE SOLE INTERPRETFER OF THE ad 
ke ety 14 Wl 10 DISANNYLE e "IG 


HE King may make uſe of Arbitrary Power, is theonly Interpre- 
ter of the Law, and may change it as occaſion requires. 
e King is Lord of the Laws, and not obliged to an unſeaſonable 
* ſuperſtitious Reverence of the-Laws, but may for a while lay eſide all 
 firidt obſervance of them, and make uſe of an Arbitrary Right. He him- | 
ſelf is inſtead of the whole Law, yea, he is the Law it ſelf, and the on 
Interpreter thereof. Biſhop Sauderon's, Caſes of Conſcience, Sect. g. Sect. 


18. dir Thomas Ridley's View of the Givil and Eccleſiaſtical Law. Edit. 3. 
P. 4. C. 1. Seck. 14 


The Sovereign Prince ſhould have the Laws in his Power. to change 
and amend them as accaſaan Paal require. N. Filmer's Power of Kings, . 5 


II. The King is not bound to obſerve the Law, but at his good Wili, and and 
notwithſtanding his Dath map diſannull it, or ſuſpend it, foz Cauſes | 
| known only, to him a | 
General Laws made-in Parliameat may, upon known Reſpects to the 
Ring, by his Authority be mitigated, or ſuſpended, upon Cauſes only known 
to bin. Ang tho a King frame * his 8 to the Laws, 


| yet 


''s 
” * 3, 


Jeet be is not bound thereto, but at bis good Will, and for good Example, 
or ſo far forth, as the general Lay of the Safety of the Commonwealth 
doth naturally bind him. Filmer's Patriarchs. 2d Edit. p. 94. 
Notwithſtanding all Oaths, the Prince may derogate from the Laws, or 


ſtuſtrate or diſanull the ſame, the Reaſon and Equity of them cealing. 


2 Filmer's Power of Kings, printed in 1680, P. 2. 


III. The King may generally ſuſpend: the Execution of Laws, and 
reward thoſe who break the Law out or pure Leyaity to upheld the Crown 
- WRARWA. 0 te oe RT 70 

Ihe supreme Governour ſhould not himſelf only be exempted from 


Sul jection to the Law, but alſo be ſo far Lord over them, that where he 


ſees Cauſe, he may abate, or totally remit the Penalty incurr d by the 


breach of them, diſpenſe with others for the not obſerving of thers at all, 


and generally «Ng the Execution of them. Archbiſhop UVſher's Power 
of Princes, Epiſt. Dedicatory to K. Charles 2. EY 
Ihe statute Laws are made to eaſe the King of his Labour, not to de- 
rive him of his Power, and he may make a Grant with a Non obſtante to 
them. In all Governments there muſt be a Power paramount to the 


Written Law, and we have good reaſon to bleſs God, that this is 
lodg'd but in one, and in him whom he has ſet over us to be his Vice- | 
8 by whoſe Authority they who break the Letter of the Law in prire 
Leal and Loyalty to ſerve the ends of Government, and to uphold the Crown 


on the right Head, that does and ought to wear it, may be relieu'd and par- 
dowd, ayd rewarded too, Biſhop of Cbeſter's Sermon in the Collegiate 
Church of Nippon, 6 Feb. 1685. PN 


IV. The King's Power is nok limited, therefo2e his Till declar'd by- 


- Poclamation, Kc. fo abzogating as diſpenſing with Laws, ought to be 
eyed. | e Lan 


It is indeed a proper Indowment of an Abſolute Sovereignty, imme 


diately and immutably conſtituted by God, with no Terms or Rules limit- 


ing it, that its Will declared by way of Precept or Proclamation, conterning tbe 
Sanction of Laws, the Abrogation of them, or the Diſpenſation with them, 


(ould be obſerv d. Dr. Barrow of the Pope's Supremacy. 


The Sovereign Power made the Laws, and can repeal them, and diſpenſe 


with them, and make nem Laws ; and Sovereign Power is inſeparable front 
oy Perſon of a Sovereign Prince, Dr. Shezlock's Cale of Reliſtahice, 9. 
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The Reſolver of 1 the Jutges in. K. JanesH W's Hime. 5 


| . I. The Kings of England are Sovereign Princes. 


II. The Laws of England ar the Line 8 Laws. 


—_ l. Therefore it is an Incident inſeparable Prerogative i in the Kine: 
lll - — om of England, as In all other Sovereign Pririces, to diſpenſe with Penal 
Laws, in particular Caſes, and upon particular neceſſary Reaſons. 


=_ | IV. That of theſe Reaſons, and theſe e the Ring himſelf is 
3 | the lole Judge, | f 


VI That it is not a Truſt inveſted. in, 02 3 the King by the 
People, but is the Ancient Remain of the Sovereign Power and Prero- 
gative of the Kings of England, which never yet was taken from them, 
or can be. F 


Qi. 1. How the High- Church would have lik d King William or Queen | 
Anne s laying aſide, or annulling the Teſt-Act, and imploying Prote- + 
| ſtant Diſſenters in Places of Power and Truſt, by their own ſingle Au- 
thority; and.ſince it's plain by the Noiſe they have made about the Qc- 5 
caſional Bill, that they would not have lik dit. 5 

. Whether they think that it's only thoſe of the Church of E 
| land, whom the Prince is to govern according to Law, and that Br 
4 others they may govern them 1 inan Arbitrary manner, and at pleaſure ; 

i} or it they don't think ſo ? 

i Q. 3. Why they don't renounce this Principle, and own themſelves 
|  -to havebeeninanError. __ 

I ©  Q. 4. Whether theſe Principles don't tend to make Parliaments and 
. | Laws 5 no uſe, and to introduce a French and Turkiſh. Government: 
1 And ſince it's evident they do. Fo 
[| 5. Whether our Kings might not, according to thoſe Maxims, 

| have not orly diſcontinued Parliaments for 12 or 14 Years, as King 

Charles I. did, by the Advice and Concurrence of High Church, but 

have diſcharged them for ever; and inſtead of governing by Law, have 

ruPd us by Proclamations, and annulled our Laws by virtue of their 
1 75 Abſolute Power and uncontrolable Authority, as the late King James 
5 WT 1 © beg 


— 


7 


i688) 

began to do in Scotland, and bid. fair towards it alſo by his Proclamation 
of Indulgence, and High-Commiſſion Court in England, 

2.6. Whether the Third Principle, That the King may reward thoſe 
that break the Law, to uphold the Crown on the right Head, be not a good 
Incouragement for High-Church to break through, and a& againſt the 
Law of the Hanover-Succeſlion, in fayour of the St, Germans Preten- 
der. And, | Eng” | 


. 
a 


2 7. Since it's plain, that the above-mentioned Principles make 
both our Religion and Liberty, precarious, and to depend upon the Will 
of the Prince, whether 'High-Church- or the Low-Church, and Prote- 


ſtant Diſſenters, be the beſt Chriſtians, and Engliſmmen? 
22 TT 'S: 33 >q 24 3 7 £2 | 7 Be, 
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CH A RR 
Concerning THE ABSOLUTE POWER OF THE PRINCE, 
 NON:-RESIST ANCE AND PASSIVE OBEDIENCE. 


'E 5 4 HE moſt illegal Ads and Oppreſſions of Princes to maintain their on 
State and Grandure, have ths Authority of Sovereign Power, and are 
not tobe reſiſted,” being above Laws, and not bound by them. . | 


Neither the Laws of God nor Man allows any Subject the benefit of | 
forceable Defence againſt the illegal Violence of his Sovereign, but by 


the Laws Imperial: be ought to die rather than refſt: 17 38s 
Kings are inveſted with that Sovereign Power that muſt not be reſiſt- 
ed, tho they oppreſs their Subjects to maintain their own State, and the Grau- 
 deur and Magnificence of their Kingdom, Jovian, Edit. 1. p. 207, Sher- 
lock of Reſiſtance, p. 1123. . 3 | 
Q. 1. If this Doctrine be not very well adapted to prepare us for a 
French Government, when the St. Germans Pretender comes over? | 


2. 2. If this Doctrine will not defend his oppreſling the People by 


Arbitrary Taxes, to make Whitehall and St. James's as Sumptuous as 
Ver ſailes and Marli, and to maintain Standing Armies, a la mode de France 
to dragoon us out of our Religion and Liberty ? 1 


II. It becomes no Man who can think three Conſequences off, to talk | 


of the Authority of Laws, in derogation of the Authority of Sovereign Power, 
which is the Prince and his moſt illegal Acts have the Authority of a- 
1 wa 8 f Sovereign 
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8 * Sovereign Power. Sherlock's Caſe of Reſiſtance, þ 1 7 3, 199: 


III. The King is not bound to obſerve the Laws of tbe Realm concerning the 


Subjects Rights, &c. Dr. Manwaring' 8 Sermon before the King at 
Whitechal in 1627: 


Q. If the — of Balan be not . obliged to this High-Church 


| Doctrine? 


* 


IV. The Laws, Ordinances, Letters Patents, Privileges and Grants | 


of Princes, have no force but during their Life, if they be not ratify'd by the 
- expreſs Conſent, or at leaſt by Sufferance of the Prince following, who bad 
| knowledge thereof : M and if the Sovereign Prince be exempted from the 


Laws of his Predeceſſors, much leſs ſhall he be bound unto the Laws he 
""_ himſelf, &c. Filmer's Power of Kings, Fol. 1. Oc. 


If this be not an excellent Salvo to abſolve the Conſcience of 


High-Ghurch from Oaths of Abjuration, or from Obedience to the | 
Laus for ſettling the Proteſtant Succeſſion after the Queen's Death? 


Q. 2. Whether this does not at once abſolve Young Perkin from all 


Quilt, tho he diſanull all the Laws made by former Princes for the Se- 
curity of our Religion and Liberty? 


Q. 3. Whether Colonel Sidney did not deſervedly loſe his Head for 


writing againſt ſuch an honeſt Author as Filmer? 


Q. 4. Whether the x In or ee Ley or cure, 


moſt obliging: * 


V. That by Higher Powers in beripture is meant the Porjor of the | | 


Prince, and not Laws and Conſtitutions. 


By the Higher Powers tis evident weare to underſtand the Perſons 
of Sovereign Princes and Governors, and not the Laws and Conſtitutions, 


as ſome of our Republican Drs. pretend · Dr. Scot's Sermon upon Rom. 


13. I. PAE 
Edi a in the New Teſtament always ſi * the Authority of 4 Perſon, 


'not of a Law, Sher. Caſe of Reſiſtance, P. 11 3, * 


Admitting this to be true, jet 


9. 1. Whether thoſe Powers, to which Obedience is enjoin'd i in 
Scripture, be not only Powers governing according to the Law of God, 


chat is to fay, according to Revelation and Reaſon ? If it be denied, 


* 2. Whether chis be not to make God the Author of all the Ty- 
, 


( 


ranny and Oppreſſion that Nero and ſuch ber Monſters of Men ever 


did or can commit when ad vanc'd to a Throne? 
Q. 3. Whether this be not to give the Apoſtle the Lie, who tells 


us, Rom. 13. 3. that Rulers For the Powers which in the firſt Verſe he 


ſays are ordain d of God] are not a Terror to the good Works, but to the 
e? 


Q. 4. Whether Kings, as Supreme, and other Governors, be nat 


called the Ordinance, Creature, or Conſtitution of Man? 1 Pet. 2. 1 43 18. 


* if ſo, 


. Whether the Apoſtle was not a Republican Doctor in the 


Senſe of High-Church ? And, 
Q. 6. Seeing in both thoſe places w we are poſitively taught that Rulers, 


Powers, aud Governors, were ſent by God for the Puniſhment of Evil doers, | 
and the Praiſe of them that do well, and that Powers are the Miniſters of God 
to us for Good, whether Tyrants that do all they can to ruin Peoples 


Lives and Eſtates „by Mur ders, unjuſt War, and Oppreſſion, and, their 


Souls by Idolatry, or other wicked Courſes, can be the Minifters of 


God to us for our Good, 
Q. 7. Whether Rom. 14. 3 . Wilt thou then not be afyaid of the Power, 


$0 lay, do that which is good, * thou ſhalt have Praiſe of the Same. is Ku : 


don't relate to Power, Government or Conſtitution in the Abſtract, ac- 
com_ to the Grammatical Conſtruction of the Words; and whether 


957-38 Sretnovis io In the 4th Verſe, might not be as juſtly tranſlated for * 


it is the Servant, as for be is the Servant of God to thee for Good. 


VI. That the Prince has no Shareys in Sovereignty or Power co-ordmate with - 


bim, and his Pꝛerogative cannot be reftrain'd by Act of Parliament. 


The Prince has no Shareys nor Copartners in the Sovereignty, none co- 


ordinate with bim in Government, no Equal or Superior but only God, ro 
whom alone he is ſubje&, Jovan, Cap. 10. 


A Sovereign i is in Dignity and Authority Superior to any Number 0 


Subjects, home ver conjoined or congregated, as a Head is above all the Mem- 


bers, however compacted; he is not Supr eme who is any wiſe Subject, or inſe- - 


rior to a Senate, or any Aſſembly in his T e, Dr. Barrow of the Pope's 
| Supremacy, p. 396. 


It is held by great Lawyers, That a Prerogative in point of Government 
can't be reſtrain d or bound by Act of Parliament, but it is as unalterable 


as the Laws of the Medes and Perſians. Chamberlain 8 Freſent State of - 


: Lare. Edit. 16. p. 86, 87. 
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The King, being God's Miniſter, is upon that account as much greater 
than all as God is. Dr. Sherlock's Caſe of Reſiſtance, p. 14. 


2 1. If making of Laws be not an Act of Sovereign power? a | 


if ie, |. 


Q. 2. Whether, according to the Engliſh Conſtitution, the Two 


Houſes of Parliament are.not in that reſpect Sharers in the Sovereignty 
with our Princes, and by conſequence in ſome fort co-ordinate with 


them? 


Q. 3. If the Prerogative can't be reftrain'd by Act of parliament, 
how came lt that our Saxon Kings, as we are told in the ror, Cap. 1. 
Se&. 2. ſwore in the laſt Clauſe of their Coronation Oath, that they 


+ ſhould be obedient to ſuffer the Law as much as others of their People; and how 
came St Edw. in the 17th Article of his Laws to agree, That if the Prince 
dliid not perform his Duty there ſet down at large, he ſhould not ſo much as re- 


tain the Name of King? © ; 


7 


ws FTE | the Prerogative can't be reſtrain'd, why the Statute of Pro- 


viſors of the 25th of Edw. III. is not ſtruck out of our Statute-Books, 
ſince it tells us, That the King is bound by bis Oath, with the Accord of bis 


People in Parliament, to remedy and remove the Miſchiets and Dangers 
there complained of. And in the Modus tenendi Parliamenti it is aſſert- 


ed, That the K ing cannot without Perjury ſuffer the Parliament to break up 
while any Petition before them is indiſcufs'd, or has not a determinate Anſwer. 


Q.3. If Magna Charta, ſo often renew'd by our princes, be not areſtraint 


upon their Prerogative, and whether the compulſory Clauſe in King 


John's Charter, appointing 25 of the Nobles, as Matt. Paris tells us, to 


ſee the Charter executed, and to compel the King to it, by ſeiſing his 


Caſtles, and by any other-Methods which they could, be-not a Reſtraint 
upon the Prerogative Rat. V Ks 4, 1 wo: 


Q. 5 Whether the Lord Chancellor Forteſcue in his Book de Laudibu 


Legum Angliæ, wrote on purpoſe to inform the Prince of Wales, did not 


tell that Prince, Cap. 5 3. Fol. 1 29. that the Laws of this Realm reſtrain'd 
the King ſo as he could not Tyrannize? bk ad 7 


> 72 - f | > 
; ; 8 
* - 
- ; 


>. + 

9. 5. Whether we are to believe theſe Doctors of Slavery or the 
Statute Book, fince we find in the 7th of Edward II. Cap. I. and other 
Statutes upon the Head of Prerogative, that the Prerogative of the 


2 Crown, and the Liberty of the Subject, are both deri d from the 


Law, and that many Branches of the Prerogative are aſcertain'd in 
theſe Statutes ? VVV. w— 15 
Q. 6. If thoſe Principles be not inconſiſtent with our preſent Con- 
ſtitution, as founded upon the Claim of Right, and other Acts decla- 

ratory of the Liberty of the Subject? And if fo, 
O. 7. Whether High Church be not dangerous Enemies to our Reli- 
gion and Liberty ? . 155 i 


VII. That the King of England is, no more limited in the exerciſe of his 
Power, Than were the Kings of the Jews, oz the Chziſtian 
Emperoꝛs in the-Poimitive Church, and that they who deny the lat- 
ter are, ipſo facto, Excommunicated, and that that Power was as abſo- 
= as the moſt abſolute Monarch in the TUoad can Chal- 
In the Synod begun at London in 1603. Canon 2, Ratified by Virtue 
of the Prerogative Royal, and Supreme Authority in Cauſes Eccleſi- 
_ aſtical, It is aſſerted That the King of England has the ſame Authority in 
Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical, that the Godly Kings had among the Jews and the Chri- 
ſtian Emperors of the Primitive Church. And Canon 139. they aſſert it 
as the Doctrine of the Church of England, That the Kings of Exg- 
land are no more Limited in the Exerciſe of their Imperial Power 
than were the Chriſtian Emperors of the Primitive Church; and who- 
foever ſays they are, and thereby Impeaches any part of the Royal 
Supremacy, Let him, ſay they, in Canon 2d, be Eæcommunicat ed, ipſo 
facto, and not reſtored but only by the Archbiſhop after his Repentance and 
publick Revocation of ſuch their Wicked Errors. __ | 5 
2. 1. If thoſe Canons don't make a ſurrender of our Religion to the 
Court, and by Conſequence ſubject the Conſcience of the Nation to the 
Humour of the Prince? nn 5 . 
© ©. 2. If they don't leave our Religion at a very great uncertainty, 
ſince it is a matter of Controverſy among the Learned, what Power 
the Godly Kings among the Jews had in matters of Religion, and whe- 
ther all of em had the ſame Power? For ſome were Prophets them- 
ſelves, and others acted by the lmmediate direction of Prophets; and 
its a queſtion whether the latter ought to have acted in matters of Re- 
ligion without that direction, ar, otherwiſe than as they were _ 
| DL a 1 1 rante 


| 8 RE 
ranted by Expreſs Law, which a Wicked King might have done as well 
as one that was Godly ? | 5 Ki COA pr 5 
2e. 3. If we be not at as great an uncertainty as to the Power exer- | 
cCis'd & Chriſtian Emperors of the Primitive Church, ſince we have 
no perfect Hiſtory of thoſe times; and by ſuch. as we have, the practi- 
ſes of thoſe Chriſtian Emperors. appear to differ very much from one 
T - of rc Ra | e LEES] . 
2e. 4. If the ipſo fatto Excommunications, without hearing what the 
Perſon has to ſay for himſeif, be not a Tyranical Invaſion upon our Li- 
berty as Chriſtians and Enęliſb Men? e 3240 . 
2. 5. Whether thoſe Canon makers wonld allow fo much power in 
Eccleſiaſtical matters to a Prince that may be a Papiſt, Presbyterian, 
or Moderate Church-man ? And if they would, 
9.6, Why their Succeſſors and Diſciples, the Modern High Flyers, 
are ſo very uneaſie at Her Majeſty's repeated Commands for Modera- 
tion and Inion among all Her Proteſtant Subjects? 7am, 


VIII. There is nothing more evident, than that God from the very 
beginning ſet up a Supreme and Sovereign power in the Jewiſh Nation, 
and that in Civil or Temporal Matters, as may be ſeen, Deut. 17, 8. 
This was at firſt in Moſes, and after his death, ſecur'd to the High 
Prieſt or Judges ; and what that Authority was appears V. 12. The Man 
that will do preſumptuonſly, and will not he arten to the Prieft or to the Fudge, 


even that Man ſhall die. This is as abſolute Monarchy as the moſt abſolute 


rs in the World can challenge. Sherlock Caſe of Refiftance, p. &. 
The Kings of England are more Abſolute Monarchs than either of their 
| Neighbours of France and Spain. Heylin's Stumbling Block of Diſobedience 
and Rebellion, Cap.6. Sect. 7. p. 24. W | 
2. 1. If this was not ſound Divinity to aſcribe that ſame Authority 
to the Commands of every Monarch, that God aſſum'd only to his own 
Commands and Laws, according to which the Prieſt and the Judge 
were to determine the matter in difference? as appears, v. 17. 
2. Where would our Religion and Liberties have been, and what 
muſt have become of the Seven Biſhops and the Clergy who refus d to 
read King James's Declaration of Indulgence, had that Prince cut off all 
thoſe who refus d to hearken to his Prieſts and Judges? ay.” 
2 3. Since then Great Clergymen have ſo frequently ſhew'd them- 
ſelves to be Bunglers in Divinity and Interpreting Scripture, which is 
their own Faculty, whether they be proper Judges of the Engl Con- 
YT. 1 Nitution 


ſti tution, or ought to be ſuffer'd to make the Jewiſh or any other Fo- 

_ reign Government a Rule for ours? 5 # 5 
2. 4. Whether Heylin ſnewed himſelf a good Hiſtorian, Lawyer, 
Divine or Chriſtian, in aſſerting that our Kings are more Abſolute 
than thoſe of France or Spain? 1 . 


IX. That its Damnable to Diſobeyor Bneſtign the Commands of the Prince 


if not contrary to the Lam of God, tho' contrary to the Laws of the Land. 
If any King Command that which ſtands not in any oppoſition to 


the Original Laws of God, Nature, Nations and the Goſpel ( tho” it 


he not correſpondent in every Circumſtance to Laws National and, Municipal) 


No Subje& may, without hazard of his own damnation, in Rebelling 
againſt God, Queſtion or Diſobey the VVill and Pleaſure of his Sove- 
_ reign, Dr. Manwayring's Sermon before the King at Oatlands , July. 9. 
1627. p. 19. ‚ | ” 1 


All the ſignifications of 4 Royal pleaſure are, and ought to be to 


all Loyal Subjects, in the Nature and Force of a Command, 16:4. . 


2. 1. If this Doctrine be true, Whether High Church be not in 
hazard of Damnation, that would needs Tack the Occaſional Bill to 


a2 Money Bil, tho Her Majeſty had ſo frequently enjoyn d Modera- 


tion? Di e | | | 
2. 2. Since by their practice of Queſtioning and Diſobeying Her 
_ Majeſty's Bleaſure, it is evident that they don't believe it; Whether 
they be not like the Scribes and Phariſees rebuked by our Saviour, that 


would bind heavy Burdens chen other Mens ſhoulders, which they will 
v 


not ſo much as touch themſelves with one of their little fingers? 
If Princes Command any thing which Subjects may not perform, be- 


© cauſe it is againſt the Laws of God, or of Nature, or Impoſſible, yet Subjects 


are bound to undergo the 2unihnent either without Reæſiſtanee, or Rail- 


ing and Reviling, and ſo to yield a Paſſive Obedience, where they cannot 
_ exhibit an Active one, I know no other Caſe but one of theſe three, wherein 
a Subject may excuſe himſelf with Paſſive Obedience; but in al other he is 
bound to Aclive Obedience. Dr. Sibthorp's Sermon at Northampton con- 


cerning the Loan, Feb. 22. 1626. 


X. King's are above all, Inferiour to none, to no Man, to no mul- 
titude of Men; to no Angel, to no Order of Angels ——No Power 
in the VVorld, or in the Hierarchy of the Church, can lay reſtraint 
upon theſe Supremes. Dr. Aanwayring's firſt Sermon Publiſh'd by the 
King's Aathority, p. 8. 9. RS 9. How 


| « 20) | 
2 How ſame who are High Church "ny practic d this Doctrine 
when they appear'd in Jack Boots againſt the late King Janes, and 


| took for their Motto, Nolumus Anglia e mari. 


XI. The Power of Princes is both Natural 400 Diviae, not 'from 


* any Conſent or Allowance of Men, not in any Municipal Law, or Lo- 


3 not in any Law National, nor yet in the Law of Nations, 
„ | 
n VVhether the Commons in 1 1627, had not reaſon to charge 
the Author of ſuch Doctrine, with a deſign to alter the Frame of our 


| Government, according to King James l. Speech to the Parliament, 5 


into Tyranny accompanied with Perj ny? 

Q. 2. Whether they did not juſtly compare him to Faux and his 
Fellows,who ſought to Blow up Parliaments and Parliamentary Powers? 

Q. 3. Whether Mr. Rouſe, who brought in the Charge, did not Pro- 
phetically intitle it a Doctrine of Deſtruction, and Miſchievous to 
Princes? Ruſhw. Col. Vol. 1. p. 593 Edit. 1659. 

<L. 4. Whether the High-flyers by inculcating thoſe DoArines into 
the Ears of King Charles I. did not miſchievouſly contribute to the 


: 5 | ruine of that otherwiſe moſt Excellent Prince ? 


O. 5. Why their Guilt ſhould not be infiſted upon on the zoth of 
January, as well as the Guilt of thoſe that did actual Murder him? Cn 


XII. Chriſt paid Tribute, not expecting a Parliament at Rome or 4 
Judea to be firſt aſſembled. Afanwaring's 24 Serm. p. 37. ö 
St. Peter and St. Paul Preach Obedience to Soveraign powers 


but have no mention, nor ſo much as any touch of any Limitation, 


Caution, Proteſtation or pragmatical Sanction, to barr Kings of the 
Obedience which by Natural Right to them doth appertain in any Caſe 


whatſoever; but only where their Commands ſtand in a Aer and di- 


rect oppoſition to the Law of God. Ibid. p. 41. 

Dr. Harſenet Bp. of Chicheſter, in a Sermon at Whitehall upon theſe 
words, Give unto Cæſar the things that are Caſars, faid, that Goods and 
—_ are Cæſars, and therefore they were not to be denied umo bim, 85 

. How the High flyers, Clergymen or others, would like it to 
have Her Majeſty make ſo bold with their Pockets? 

2. 2. How do they know but the Tribute our Saviour paid was le- 


oy” gally impoſed according, to the then Conſtitution ? 


© 3. Whether the Parliament had not juſt Gus to be offended : 
with the _— en (9. — 2 And 6 
2.4 Whe. 


. 
[| 
i 
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9. 4. Whether King James I. did not at a prudent part on a this oc- 
caſion, to ſend for the Lords and Commons to the Banquetting Houſe, 
and pacified them, by Cenſuring the Biſhop for not adding, That the 


Goods and Money were Caſars according to the Laws and Cuſtoms of the 


Country wherein they did live 7. Ruſhworth Col. Vol. 1. "9 446; Edit. 
1659. 4 


XIII. Al Antiquity 10 abſelurely for A b Obedience to Princes 5 in all 
Civil or Temporal things. Sibthorp's Sermon, p. 12. 

2. 1. Whether Moderate Archbiſhop Abbot s Obſervation upon 
this Doctrine was not juſt, viz. That by this Divinity the Inhabitants of 
London were obliged to obey, if the King ſhould ſend for all their Wealth; 


and if his Majeſty did not, the defect is not in thoſe flattering Divines? 


Q. 2. Whether it be not for the Honour of High Church, to have 
it remembred that this good Archbiſhop was Sequeſtred for not Licen- 
ſing that Sermon. 
O: 3. Whether the great Mr. Selden s Obſervation upon this Do- | 
Arine was not juſt, viz. If that Divinity was true, there was no meum 
r tuum, and no Man in England had any thing of his OWN. 


XIV. Our King is an Abſolate Monarch, and has the Sopreme Power 
withia this Kingdom, that is not Limited or NY by Coattive Lam. 
Sir Geo, Mackenzy's Jus Regium, P. 34. | 

Our King, derives his Nacho from God alone; therefore be 
Monarchy can never be Limited by the People, aud conſequently maſh be Ab- 
ſolute. Ibid. p. 36. 

Whatever proves Monarchy to be an Excellent Government, does 
by the 55 Reaſon prove e Monarc hy to be rhe beſt Government. 
[bid. | 
; Tho 4 a Ilie d Mfonarchy may ſeem a plauſible thing to Metaphyſix al 
Spirits and Schoolmen, yet to ſuch as underſtand Government and the 
World it cannot but appear impracticable, ibid. p. 42. 

Since Monarchy is that Government whereby a King i is Supreme, 
the Monarch muſt be preſum'd neither to be oblig d to Govern by the Advice 
ef the Nobility, nor by tbe Advice of the People ; for that were to con- 
found Monarchy with Ariſtocracy and Democracy, ibid. p. 37. 

Theſe Limitations are againſt the Nature of Monarchy, ibid. p. 39. 

The Nobility and Commons Aſſembled in Parliament have no Coercive 
Power, the King is Supreme himſelf, and Accutane to none but God 
Almighty alone, vid. pe 49. | 5 

Our 
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= Our Late Reformation in Britain ſeems to have been permitted by 
| God, to let us ſee that Aix d Governments having Power to Reform Kings, 
are more unſufferable than Tyranny, ibid. p. 44. 
It ĩs fit for the People that their Kings ſhould be above Law, becauſe 
the ſeverity of the Law will not comply with that uſeful tho' illegal 
Juſtice which is requiſite in ſpecial Caſes, ibid. p. 757. 

It cannot be denied but that a King may take any Man's Lands and 


Build a Garriſon upon it, paying for it. Nor can it be denied, but 
that the King in time of War may Quarter freely, ibid. p. 54. 

8. 1. Whether the Univerſity of Oxford, who allow'd Sir George to 
Dedicate this Book to them, and approv'd it, did not make all thoſe 
Tyrannical Principles their own? 1 85 | 
- &c2. Whether theſe and the other Do&rines of the ſame Nature 


_ abovementioned, be not the Doctrines which Mr. Sacheverell in his 


Aſſize Sermon ſays diſtinguiſh the Church of England from all others of 
, pt ob oonge 4; a. 
- ©. 3. Whether he does not belie the Church of England when he ſays 

| to, ſince they are only the Doctrines of his High Church? UT 
Q. 4. Whether it was not diſhonourable to the Learned Univerſity 
to ſuffer themſelves to be impos'd upon by Sir George in matters of Fact 
as to the Conſtitution of Scotland, when by looking into the Scorch 
Hiſtories and Law Books, and into the Ancient Acts of the Parliament 
of Scotland, they muſt needs have ſeen that what he ſays concerning the 
Origine of the Scors Government, and the Conſtitution and Power of 
their Parliament, is a downright falſnood; particularly p. 68 and 69, 
where he ſays, the Kings of Scotland made Laws of old without any 
Conſent, and that in their old Books of Statutes there is no mention 
of the Conſent, either of the Nobility, People, or Parliament; and 
that the Scors had no Burgeſſes in Parliament till the time of King 


|. Robert IIl. all which is proved to be directly falſe by the very Books 


which Sir George quotes, viz. the Statutes of King William, Cap. 7, 9,32. 
of Alexander 2d, Cap. 2, 3,4, 15, 16. Malcolm Canmore, Regiam Ma- 
jeſtatem, 4; 1. of King David, ibid. Fol. 5. in dorſo. Robert 1 ſt's Par- 
liament, Starure 1, Cap. 34. David 2d, Cap. 17, 28,29. Robert 2. 
Stat. 17. Stat. David 2d, 41. Rcbert 2. Cap. 3. Regiam Majeſtatem, 
T ooo, ou 

5. Whether this practice of Sir George be not an Eminent In- 
ſtance of High Church Honeſty, and whether it ought not to be a 
Caution to the Univerſity how they give credit to the Repreſentations 
of the Scorch High Church-men among them? | 4 
2 | J Q.6, Whe- | 


CEE os 
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2. 6. Whether the Univerſity by approving Sir George propoſitions 
againſt a mix d Monarchy, and Governing by the Advice of the Nobi- 
lity and People, did not make themſelves juſtly liable to the above - 
mentioned Cenſure of the Houſe of Commons, againſt Dr. Manwarinę 
and his Fellows, that like 6% Faux and his Companions, they were for 
blowing up Parliaments and Parliamentary Power. 

2 7- Whether according to his principles, and thoſe of Manwarinmg 
and Sibtherp, &c. the Univerſity did not make themſeves liable to 
Damnation, for queſtioning and diſobeying the Commands of the late 
King James, by, has Mandamus's and High Commiſſion? 5 

Our Kings have an abſolute and unlimited Soveraignty from God, 
but have from time to time been limited by their own Bounty. Watſans 


o 4 


_ © diſcourſe of Monarchy, p. 197. 


Magna Charta i rhe Voluntary free Grant and Commiſſion ef the King, 

without any Vote, Suffrage or Authority of the People. Dr. Bradys Intro- 

duction to Hiſtory, p. 167. 4 „„ 

| | ] a 9 

XV. Tyranny is rather to be wiſh'd for, than either Democracy or 
Ariſtocracy. Watſon's Diſcourſe of Monarchy, p. 42. 45 5 
Common ſenſe will tell us, that /ubmiſſion to the Worſtof Princes, is much 
more the Intereſt of the Subject than Rebellion, ſo that how much harm ſoe- 
ver a Tyrannical Prince may bring upon a Commonwealth, he does it 
more good, though it were only by being a Bar againſt the miſeries of 
War and Confuſion. Parker's Religion and Loyalty, part 1. p. 81, 

That fame Author quarrels with Barclay and Grotius, for allowing 
Reſiſtance to Princes in any Caſe, as being an Inlet to the ſubyerſion of 
all Gorernmank.... 4.4 , es 5 : | 
2. Whether the Inſtance of the late happy Revolution, be not a de- 
monſtrable proof that Parker was out of his ſenſes , to ſay that ſub- 
miſſion was more our Intereſt than what High Church calls Rebellion; 
ſince had we not reſiſted we muſt have long ere this been as much 
Dragoon'd out of our Religion and Liberty, as our Anceſtors were in 

Queen Marys days, Or as the French are in our own. | 


XVI. Dur Kings have a Bight over us by Conqueſt, That the 
Kings power is ſuperiour to all others, on the account of an abſolute 
Conqueſt of England made by King William I. whereby he acquired to 
- himſelf and his Succeſſors an Abſolute Dominion over all Mens Perſons, 
and Eſtates, which was not to be queſtioned or limited, any further 
than he ſhould think good, is maintain d by Dr. Brady, Dr. Johnſton, 
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Dr. . Mr. Dudley | Diggs and others, who wrote againſt the . 


Parliament, and coafared y Mr. 7. yrel | in his Introductian, wt Vol. 


Ad of his Hiſtory, p. xxxt. 


If the Original Contract, ſo much of late days ſpoken of, was in the 


time of the Britains, it was ſubdued to the Romans; if by the Saxon, 


it was ſubdued to the Danes; and if by the Danes, it was overcome by 
the Nor mans; for as every Conqueſt altered all poſſeſſion and property, 


do it altered the Laws and Cuſtoms of the Kingdom; and over-rul'd all 
former Original Contracts, if ever any ſuch has been; and the Succeſ- 
ſors of the Conqueror carry down with them as much Right and Au- 


thority as the Conqueror firſt had himſelf. The Exorbitant Grants of 


William 3d. p. 19. 20. 


N. 1. Whether any thing leſs than High Church affurance, could 
have born out any Man in dedicating this Libel, calld Exorbitant 


| bin to Her Majeſty, ſince it ſtrickes at the Title and Right by which 


Hes Ma jeſty holds her Crown? 

C. 2. Whether the Author did not rather deſerve Puniſhment than 

Reward for his Libel? | 
©. 3. Whether thoſe who ſet up a Title to the Crown by Conqueſt, 


don't prompt the Pegple to rid themſelves of the Conquerors, and to 
recover their Liberty aſſoon as they can, and by conſequence, open a 


ſource of perpetual Rebellion? 
Q. 4. What may be ſuppos'd to be the Reaſon, why the late Houſe 


of Commons did not order the Libeller to be 2 and the Li- | 
bel to be burnt by the Hand of the Common Hangman. 


- 


XVII. That it is, "RETRY uy Unlawful i in any Gl" to refit the 


Prince, or thoſe having his Commiſſion by force of Arms; Tho' he 
would deſtroy or ſell the Kingdom to a Foreign Power. 


I Fo reſiſt the King, By Authoztty of Parliament, is Damnation 


by the Law of God. Parker of Religion and Loyalty, p. 102. 


The Apoſtles Command of Subjection to Higher Powers, and not 
to reſiſt them, has no Reſtriction, no Reſervation, -and is againſt all 


manner of Reſiſtance, ibid, p. 80. 92. 


lt is not lawful to reſiſt the Prince, though he ſets himſelf to deſtroy 


the n would ſell the Kingdom to Foreign Power, ibid 


p. 118, . 


If the King be a Micked Tyrant , or Idolater, or however 
elſe, the Licentiouſneſs of an Enrag'd Rabble may render him ; the ſubordi- 


nate, Magiſtrates Nobility or People, may not reſtrain or remove him, 
Pat ſons Diſcourſe of ö p. 1 98. | | It 


<3) 


It is not lawful for Subjects to riſe in Arms againſt their Kings on 


any pretext whatever, ms not to defend their Liberty nor Religion. Sir 
George Mackenzy, Jus Regium p. 86, ; 0 


5 Nor can 1 ſee how all ſuch as declare War, are not to be concluded = 
Guilty of deſiring to Murther the King, ibid p. 89. 5 
The Univerſity of Oxford affirm'd in the Name of the Holy Trinity, 


That we ought not ſo defend our Lives and Eſtates, our Religion or our Laws, 
againſt Ilegal and Arbitrary Power; and that our Obedience mult be clear, 


abſolute and without Exception of any Per ſons or States, or order of 


Men, though a King ſhould ſubvert the Government, deſtroy our Con- 
ſtitution, or become a Tyrant. London Gazette July 26th, 1683. 
Parens's Works were ordered to be burnt in both Univerſities, who 


in a Convocation'Condemn'd his Maxims,as falſe,ſeditious, impious, and 
_ deſtructive of all Civil Government; and declared that according to 


_ Scripture, it was not lawful for Subjects to reſiſt Sovereigns by force of 
Arms, or to make War againſt them offenſive or defenſive, for the Cauſe 
of Religion or any other pretence whatſvever;and ordered, that whoever 


took any degrees in any Faculty, ſhonld take an Oath, that he did in his 


Heart condemn the ſaid Doctrine of Pareus, Heylins Life of Laud, p 95. 
Archbp. Laud himſelf, maintain'd the fame Doctrine. Conference 


in their Duplies, p. 25, 29, Cc. 


It is needleſs to trouble the Reader with any more quotations on 


tis Head. It was not only the Doctrine of the Pulpit and Bench in 
the Reign of King Charls II. and King James II, but was eſtabliſhed in- 


to a Law; ſo that all Clergymen Lords Lieutenants, Magiſtrates of 
Towns, Common Councilmen, Officers of Corporations, and Military 
Men were ſworn to it, That it was unlawfal upon any pretence whate- - 


ver, to take up Arms againſt the Ring, or thoſe that were Commiſſioned 
by him, as appears by the 13th Car. 2d. Ch 1. & 14. Car. 2d. Ch, 13, 14. 

2. x, If according to this Doctrine, all our Parliaments and People, 
vrho concurr'd in the Revolution, and ſwore fealty to King, hm and 
Queen Mary, or our Proteſtant Saoveraign Queen Anne, have not incurr'd 

the Guilt of damnation? e e hs als. r 


K. 2. Whether the High churchmen who think according to theſe 


Te principles, that Her Majeſty muſt be damn'd without Repentance, for 


5 concurring with thoſe that took Arms in defence of our Laws and 


Religion againſt her Father, who by wicked Councellors, and thoſe 
-paſſive obedience Doctors was emboldened to attempt the Subyer- 
tion of both, can ever be good Rn to Her Majeſty ? 


with Fifher, p. 205. and the High Church Drs. of Aberdeen did the like 


PIG 


bu bh LA. 
D. 3. Whether if thoſe High Churchmen, ſhould prevail and bring 


in the St. Germans pretender, Her Majeſty, and the chief of all our Peers, 


Nobility, Gentry and Clergy, who have concurr'd with, and approv'd 
the late happy Revolution, muſt not expect Col. Sidneys fate, who 
was Condemn d and Executed, ſor maintaining the principles of the Re- 
volution, viz. That the Peotle of England, hade a Kight to ſet aſide their 
Prince, in caſe it appear to them, that he hath broken the Truſt they laid 


«pon him, p. 1 2. of his Tryal, and for aſſerting with Bracton, that the 


King hath three ſuperiours, viz. Deum, Legem & Parliamentum; That 


is, the Power Originally in the People of England, is deiegated un- 


“ to the Parliament: He is ſubject unto the Law of God as a King, 
„and as he is a Man to the People that makes him a King. In as much 
« as he is a King, the Law ſets a meaſure unto the ſubjection, and the 
_ ©. Parliament Judges of the particular Caſes thereupon ariſing, &c. 
« bid p. e e | 21 | n $i NB 


oy 


2. 4. Whether ſince according to Sir George Mackenzies Doctrine, 
approv'd by the Univerſity of Oæſe/ d, Her Majeſty and the Nation are 
all to be accounted Regicides, Her Majeſty had not very good Reaſon to 

adviſe the Gentlemen of that Univerſity toſend up moderate Repreſen. 
tatives, next Seſſion. of Parliament? atv Ita AED 


Q. 5. Whether according to the Talon Law, that Univerſity ought - 
not to be oblig'd to condema thoſe Doctrins of Slavery and Oppreſſion, 
as inconſiſtent with the End of Government appointed by the Word 
of God, Inconſiſtent with the ancient Engliſh Conſtitution, and as ſub- 
verſive of Her Mijeſty's Title tothe Crown? "|" | 
Q. 6. Whether by the ſame Law, all ſuch as take degrees in any fa- 
culty in either of the Uniyerſities, ought not to take an Oath, that in 
their Hearts they condemn thoſe Slaviſh Doctrines, as having been the 


Ruine of King Charles I, and King James II, made Charles the ll uneaſie == 


on his Throne, and endanger'd the Ruine of our Liberty and Reli- 


gion, had not Her Majeſty and her Siſter of Glorious Memory cone 


ſeaſonably in to their Reſcue? . © e ono oe 
22 7. Whether it be conſiſtent with Her Majeſty's fafety,.. and that 
of our Religion and Liberty, as ſettled upon the Revolution foot, to 
ſuffer Men tainted with ſuch peſtilent pr inciples, as muſt needs make them 
look upon Her Majeſty to be a damn'd' Uſurper and Rebel; and all the 


Parliaments we have had ſince the Revolution, to be in the ſame con- 


_ dition; to have the Charge of Educating our Youth: in either of the 
Univerſities „ where they poyſon them with the | abovementioned 
principles, that are ſo deſtructive to all humane Society? 7? 


9 


ſcience, ibid p. 287. 


©. 8. Whether inſtead of an Occaſional Bill to keep ſuch Men out of 
| Nah ick Imployments as are known to be firm to the Intereſt of the 
Revolution, and who own Her Majeſty's Title to be good and juſt ak- 
_ cording to Law, without any mental reſerve, there ought not to be a 
Bill promoted to keep out of all publick poſts, ſuch as are only occa- 
ſional Subjects, who own Her Majeſty to be only Queen de /a#o, that is 
to ſay, ſo long as they dare not do otherwiſe; and dy conſequence, if they 
be true to their own principles, muſt in their Hearts be for bringing 
on wo St. Germans pretender, whom they reckon to be their King 
jure f 7 12 25 Kits | x ; 
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CHAP IV. 


f the High Church, concerning the Magiſtrates 
Power in Matters of Religion. 


* 


The Principles 


II is abſolutely neceſſary to the Peace and Government of the 
1 World, that the ſupreme Magiſtrate of every Commonwealth 

10U1d be Veſted with a Power to Govern and Conduct the Conſciences 
of Subjects in Affairs of Religion, Parker's Eccle. Polity, 1ſt Edit. p. 10. 
| Unleſs Princes have Power to bind their Subjects to that Religion they 

apprehend moſt Ad vantageous to publick Peace and T ranquility, they 
are no better than Statues and Images of Authority, and want that 
part of their Power which is moſt neceſſary to a Right diſcharge of 
. their Government, ... 5H nn nes 
If we would ſpeak properly, the Commands of Authority perfect. 
ly determine and Evacuate all doubtfulneſs and Irreſolution of Con- 


— 


Io At againſt the Inclinations of our,own doubts and ſcruples is 
ſo far from being Criminal, that *tis an Eminent Inſtance of Vertue, 
and implies in it, beſides its ſubſerviency to the Welfare of Mankind, 
the Great Duty of Modeſty, Peaceableneſs and Humility, bid p. 303. 
Private Men are not properly, ſui jæris, they have no Power over 
their Actions, they are not to be directed by their own Judgments, or 
determin'd by their own Wills, but by the Gommands and determine- 
tions of the publick Conſcience ; and if there be any Sin in the Com- 
mand, he that Impos'd it ſhall Anſwer for it, and not I whoſe duty it is 
to obey. The Commands of 9 will warrant my Obedience, 


L x © | 
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my Obedience, will hallo or at leaſt Excuſe my Action, and ſo ſecare me - 
from Sin, if not from Error; in all doubtful and diſputable Caſes, it is bet - 


to to ern with Authority, t han to be in the Right againſt it. The Com- 
mands of Governours in all ſuch; Matters, are the ſupreme Rule of 
Conſcience, ihid p. 308 & 39. Re hg 

The Government of Religion, is fo clearly unſeparable from the ſu. 
preme power in every Commonwealth, that it loſes its ſupremacy and 


its uſefalaeſs, unleſs it be Univerſal and, Unlimited, Par ke rs Eccl, | 


* 


olity, p. 35. 


Ihe Civil Magiſtrate may determine New Inſtances of Vertue, 
much more New Circumſtances of Worſhip, as he may enjoin any 


thing in Morality, that contradicts not the Ends of Morality, ſo he 


may in Religious Worſhip, if he oppoſe not its deſign. He may Come 


mand any thing in the Worſhip of God, that does not tend to debauch Mens 


5 practi ſes, or their Conception of the Deity, ibid p. 66. BESS | 
External MWorſhip is no part of Religion, It is and mult be left undeter- 


min'd;by the Law of God, under the Chriſtian diſpenſation, he has 
left the diſpoſal of Outward Worſhip, to the power and diſcretion of 


the Church, «bid p. 88. 995 


Whatſoever our Superiours i mpoſe upon us, Whether in Matters of Re. 
ligions Worſhip, or any other duties of Morality, it neither is nor can be 
any Entrenchment upon our Chriftian Liberty, provided it be not impos d 


with an Opinion of the Antecedent Neceſlity of the thing it ſelf, ibid 
5. 97+ 8 eee e e 


— * 
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_ The Principles of the High Church relating to Toleration 02 


_— berty of Conſcience is inconſiſtent with the firſt and fundamental : 
- 4 Law of Government. Parker Eccl. Polity, Preface p. 46, 479 
If Princes would but conſider how liable Mankind are to abuſe | 


themſelves with Serious and Conſcientious Villanies , they would 


quickly ſee it to be abſolutely. neceſſary to the Peace and Happineſs of 
their Kingdoms, to ſet up a more ſevere Government over Mens Con- 
ſciences and Religious perſwaſions, than over their Vices and Immo- 
ralities; For of all Villains the Well. meaning Zealot is the moſt dang erous— 


Indul 


8 


— | EY | 
Indulgence and Toleration is the moſt abſolute: fart of AtlarchÞ, and Princes 


may with leſs hazard give Liberty to Mens Vices and Debaucheries than to 


tar Gonſciences, Wide p. 52, 533 64% 3. 
In the Preface to the 2d Part of his Religion and Loyalty, He ſays, 


that the Conſequences of Prerended Moderation, or as we phraſe it Com- 


prehenſion, are fatal and bloody. It indeed unites all Parties, but then it 


is like a V hirlpool into one common Gulph of Ruin and Confuſion, and the 
1 5 Ps his whole Book is to Preach up the Neceſlity of Penal Laws 
u rg nn ns | 


Thoſe who are ſubje& to Superior Powers ought to ſubmit to their 


Judgmeat, tho? it be contrary to their own doubting and ſcrupulous. 


_ Conſcience. Thorndike's Weights and Meaſures, p. 130. 


The Obedience which People give to their Soveraign is attended 
with a Bleſſing, tho what they Command about Circumſtances in Reli- 
gion, be manifeſtly againſt the Law of God. Hicteringil Greg. Father _ „ 


F 3427 ft ny nt | 1 
In Matters Eccleſiaſtical, Princes alone, without the Advice of any 


of the Clergy, may Lawfully make what Canons they pleaſe, and 
compel their Clergy to embrace them. Neem s de Primat Regis, p. 


59 


moſt meet and agreeable to their Temporal Eſtates, ibid. p. 124. 


2. 1. Whether according to thoſe Principles, a Man may not, with- 


out any crime, be a Papiſt in Rome, and a Mahometan in Tr? 


Q. 2. Whether theſe Principles about Toleration may not ſerve to 
give ſome Light into the deſigns of ſome of thoſe who were ſo very 


Zealous for promoting the Occaſional Bill? 


are more tolerable than Conventicles? _ 


0. 4. Whether the practice of High Church does not contradict 
her Principles ? And whether thoſe Priaciples. be not inconſiſtent with 


one another, or as changeable as the Moon, ſince a Power is here; given 
to Soveraigns to make what Courts and Canons they pleaſe, and com- 


their Clergy to obey them; and yet Toleration is arraign'd as a. 


ſent- 


ÞC 
| Moody Anarchy, a Whirlpool of Ruine and Confuſion, and our pre- 


It is in the Power of Soveraigns, whether Monarchical, Ariſtocra- 
tical or Democratical, to appoint for the Government of the Chur ch 
in their Dominions, ſuch Officers. and Spiritual Courts, as they find 


2. 3. Whether theſe Principles ought not to make us ceaſe. to won⸗ 
der, that ſo many of the High Church are ſuch Enemies to the Socie- 
ties of Reformation of Manners, and to Diſſenters at the ſame time, 
ſince its plain, that according to Parker's Propoſition, Bawdy-houſes- 


hn” 


Ot „ 3 
ſcat High Church cannot forbear to Libel Her Majeſty and her Go- 
verament, becauſe of her enjoyning and practiſing Moderation? 


17 * Whether Men of theſe Principles can have any Religion at 
. . „ oat 60t Þ 
2.6. Whether thoſe who are ſo violent for the Occaſional Bill now, 
i don't act from the ſame Principles, and to the ſame end, viz. from 
Superſtitious and Tyrannical Principles in Matters of Religion and 
Government, and in order to ſecure the Great bleſſing of a Frenchi- 
| hed Popiſh Succeſſor, as the Anti:Excluders did from 1680 to 1684. 
and particularly the Honeſt Moderate Corniſh Addreſſers, who charg'd 
the Whiggs of thoſe days with ſublimated Sedition, and promis'd the 
_ Government, that they would be ready to Make god in Red, what 
they promis'd in Black againſt the Whiggs? 
| 25 7. If none of the Occaſional Bill-men have the like kindneſs in 
view tb the pretended Son, that their predeceſſors had for the ſuppo- 
| ſed Father, when in their Addreſſes from Rippon, Sarum, Dartmouth, 
© Harneſs, Norwich, and Weſt Diviſion of Surry, They thank'd the King for not 
- ſuffering the Laws againft Diſſenter1 to be Repeal d,prayed they might be put in 
Execution, and affirm'd Diſſenters to be as dangerous as Papifts? 
Q. 8. Whether Sacheverel, in his Aſſize Sermon, be not of the ſame 
mind, when he inveighs ſo bitterly againſt a few Diſſenting Schools, 
while he takes no notice of 49 or 50 Engliſh, Iriſh and Scorch Monaſteries 
and Nunneries abroad, beſides what Seminaries they have at home, 
whoſe Principles lead them to endeavour the Subverſion both of 
© Church and State? ens dag www.. 2 = 
2. 9. Whether that ſame Author be not for ſuch Bloody Aſſizes again 
as Jefferies had in the Weſt, ſince he is ſo very free to Hang and Damn 
all the Occaſional Conformiſts? p. 32 Oy 
O. 19. If that Bloody Prieſt had Power anſwerable to his VVill, 
whether Her Majeſty, who has recommended Union and Moderation fo 
-- - frequently from the Throne, and the Houſe of Lords who to his great 
Mortification have withſtood the Occaſional Bill, could expect an 
fairer quarter from him 5 D 3 
©. 11. VVhether it be for the Honour of the Univerſity that their 
bk: vice Chancellor ſhould have Licenſed that Sermon? or for the Honour 
of the Grand Jury that they ſhould have defir'd it to be Printed? 


CHAP. 
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Concerning [4 he Succeſſion, 3 | 


FT He Soveraign comes to be ſo by a fundamental Hereditary Right 
 / of Succeſſion, which ng Religion, no Law, no Fault oz 
_ Foxfeiture can alter 02 -diminith. | Vice-Chanc. Camb. Speech to 
the King, Sep. 18. 1681. Gaz. Numb. 1653. . 

It is Lex Legum, or great ſtanding Law of this Inheritable Kingdom, 
that nothing is to be conſented to in Parliament which tends to the 
diſinheriſon of the Crown; This is the Great Rule by which all Acts 
of Parliament are to be fram d; and if any of them tranſgreſs it, they 
are as Null and Void from the beginning, as Marriage with a Perſon 
who hath a Natural Impediment or Imperfe&ion. Jovian in his Preface. 
Mo difference in Religion, nor no Law nor Act of Parliament made, or to 
be made, can alter or divert the Right of Succeſſion and Lineal deſcent of 
the Crown to the neareſt and Lamful Heirs - nor can ſtop and hinder 
them in the full, free and actual Adminiſtration of the Government, 
_ . according to the Laws of the Kingdom. Act of Parliament in Scotland 

1681. in favour of the then Duke of York's Succeſſion. 265k 
People had no more Right to chuſe Kings than to chuſe their Fathers, 

_ Watſon's Diſcourſe of Monarchy, b. 15 © 
Sir Geo. Mackenzy,in his Right of the Succeſſion defended, and approved 
by the Univerſity of Oxon, bound up with his 7 Regium, maintains 

this Propoſition, That neither the People nor Parliament can Exclude the 
Lineal Succeſſor, or Raiſe to the Throne any other of the' ſame Royal Line. 
And P. 181. healledges that the 13 of 'Eliz. C. 2. which made it High 
Treaſon to affirm that the Parliament of England has not full Power to 
Bind and Govern the Crown in point of Succeſſion and Deſcent, that 
ſuch a Perſon during the Queen's Life ſhould be Guilty of High Trea- 
ſon, and after her Life of a Premunire, was but a Temporal act. Dr. 
Brady in his Introduction to the old Engliſh Hiſtory, p. 399, &c. ſays 

much the ſame; and that this Act could take no effect after the Queen's 
Death; that it was only levell'd againſt the opinion, that the Queen of 
Scots had the better Title during Queen Elisabeths Life, and to preſcrve 
her Memory from being defam'd after her Death. 


©. 1. If thoſe High Church Principles about the Succeſſion, be not ab- 
ſolutely inconſiſtent with the ſeveral Acts of Parliament for Settling the 


2. 2. 


Succeſſion in the Hanover Proteſtant Line? 


1 ö 4 ä 
2. 2. If thoſe Laws might pot poſſibly have been Repeal'd, could 
"High Church have got the Occaſional Bill paſs'd, and by conſequence 
the Commiſſions of Peace, the Eieutenancy, the Magiſtracy of Corpo. 

. rations, and all the Sheriffalties of the Kingdom into their own Hands? 
©. 3. Whether had that been the Caſe, theyimight not have returud 


* 


what Houſe of Commons they had pleas de | N 
Q. 4. Whether it was not in proſpect of this that the Papiſts, Jacobites 
and Nonjurants, did all appear fo zealous for the Occaſional Bill ? 
Q. 5. Whether this is not at the bottom of their Zeal, for having the 
Tackers and others of that ſtamp choſen again? Bhs 
92. 6. Whether the Author of the Exorbitant Grants did not expreſs 
the ſenſe of the Party in- the Matter of the Succeſſion, p. 16, 17, 18. 
where he gives an Account of Setting aſide the Act of Entail or Settlement 
of rhe Crown, made in the 1ſt of Hen. 4. becauſe he had no other Title to 
the Crown but from the People, and therefore could convey no more than what 
he bad in himſelf; and that we may be ſure not to miſtake him, he tells 
us, that King Henry 6th was to enjoy the Crown during his Natual Life, 
and that the Duke of York, who they {aid was the Lawful Heir, ſhould 
ſucceed him. And p. 27. he applies the Caſe in plain terms to Her Ma- 
jeſty, and pretended Prince of Wales, and ſays, That future Ages will 
not only applaud the Queen, but render it the moſt glorious Action of 
ber Life to take the Government upon her, to keep the Monarchy en- 


- tire, to keep the Royal Authority and Power in her own Blood and Fa- 
mily, and to keep Strangers out of the Engliſh Throne? 
2.7. Whether we have not good ground to Suſpect that the Author 
ſpoke the mind of the High Church party, ſince the Villainous:Libel 
was never calld in queſtion, tho' frequently taken notice of by the 
Obſervator and others; and tho' the Author in the Concluſion ſubmits 
it to the Houſe of Commons then Sitting ? = 5 


